on fingers and palms were studied by palmists long before the nineteenth century when they were studied for the first time by scientists. When Galton became interested in them in i888 he found that J. E. Purkyné had classified them into nine distinctive types in 1823, and that Henry Faulds and Sir William Herschel had published accounts of their work on the subject in i88o. Galton synthesised the work of these pioneers and developed it to the point where the British Government could be convinced of the value of finger prints in the identification of criminals. For the indexing of finger prints, however, the Government relied on the anthropometric system of Alphonse Bertillon, since Galton's finger print classification was as yet inadequate; and it was not until Sir Edward Henry modified and improved Galton's classification that a completely independent system of identification by finger prints was achieved. Sir Henry's book describing this system ((C1assflcation and Uses of Finger Prints. 1st. ed. 1900) has gone through eight editions, but Galton's book has never been revised or reprinted, although it represents a landmark in the growth of dermatoglyphics. This, the first reprint, is therefore very welcome, the more so since it is furnished with an excellent account by Dr Harold Cummins of the history of the subject to 1900. In so brief an account Dr Cummins could not be expected to deal in any detail with the relationship of Henry's system of indexing finger prints to Galton's system. But a reference to Karl Pearson's account in The Life, Dr Whitehouse's book is timely, original and interesting. Few readers can fail to benefit from it for its deals with the nature and development of many of the major concepts of genetics. In keeping with this theme each chapter heading incorporates one or other of the two headline termshypothesis or theory. But in his precise choice of term there is a curious mixture of the critical and the uncritical. If I may be forgiven for quoting
